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ABSTRACT

Stefanos Fragkoulis’, Alice Printzil, George Geladakis’, Nikos Katribouzas’, George
Koumoundouros': Recovery of haemal lordosis in Gilthead seabream (Sparus aurata L.)

Haemal lordosis is an abnormality of the vertebral column that can reach high prevalence and severity
degree, with significant effects on the body shape of the fish. In the present paper, we show that haemal
lordosis recovers during the on-growing period of gilthead seabream. Conducting the experimental
procedure, 290 seabream juveniles were tagged electronically and examined periodically for the presence
of haemal lordosis. The results indicated that approximately 50% of the tagged fish that showed lordotic
external morphology at the beginning of the experiment tend to recover and have normal phenotype at the
end of the experimental procedure. No significant differences were observed by geometric morphometric
analysis between the fish with recovered normal phenotype and the fish with normal phenotype since the
beginning of the on-growing period. This is the first evidence for the recovery of haemal lordosis in reared
fish.
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EIZATQrH

H awpatikn Adpdwon elvat pia OKEAETIKN Topauopdwon Twv ektpedOUevwY MAnBuopwy. MpokeLtal
ylOL ULa UV TApOpopdwaon tng omovOUALKAG 0TAANG He €viovn SLaKUMAVON TIOU UIMOPEL VoL EMNPEACEL TO
OXfiHa Tou cwpatog Twv Paplwv avaloyo e Thv évtaon epdadviong tng (Sfakianakis et al. 2006b). Ito
daykpl (Pagrus major) n oawpatiky Aopdwon elval cuvénela g Eviovng KOAUUBNTIKAG dpaoctnplotntag
(Kihara et al. 2002). Qotoco €xelL davel OtTL eEAéyyovtag TNV KOAUPPBNTIKA évtaon Twv xBubiwv pnopel va
punv emAuBel mMAnpwg to TPOPANUa Kabwg epmAékovtal Kot Aol mapdyovteg Onwe n Beppokpacia
avamtuéng (Sfakianakis et al. 2006a, Georgakopoulou et al. 2010), ta enineda petwvoikol o&€og otn
Swatpodn (Sfakianakis et al. 2006a) kaL to yevetiko undpfabpo (Bardon et al. 2009). Ztnv napoloa epyacia
HeAeTROANE TNV €EALEN TNG ALUATIKAG AOpSwang katd tnv mepiodo avénong xbubdiwv toumolpag (Sparus
aurata L). H moapoakoAouBnon tng mapauopdwaong NTav e;OKT TOOO O OTOUIKO eminmedo 600 KAl Ot
eninedo mMAnBuouol Twv XBUSlwV LETA Ao TNV NAEKTPOVIKN EMUOAUAVON TOUG. ETUTAEOV PEAETABNKE N
EMIdpaON TNG AUMUATIKAC AOpSWONG OTO OXNKA TOU CWHATOS TWV PapLwv.

YAIKA KAl MEOOAOI

Mo tnv e€€AEN TG aaTkAG Aopdwong ermhéxtnkav 140 dtopa mou eixav Aopdwtikn e€wTtepikn
popdoloyio kat 150 dtopa pe ¢duolohoyikr (Ewkova 1). H katnyoplomoinon Paciotnke otn paxloic
LETOTOMLON TOU oupaiou pioxou. Ta dtopo emionpavOnkav nAektpovikd (FDX-B, Trovan Ltd, USA), evw n
efwteplkn Toug popdoloyia e€eTaloTav o€ TAKTA XPOVIKA SlaoTrhuata péXpL va GTAooUV 0TO EUMOPEVUCLUO
péyeBog (262 £ 14 mm SL). Me Baon tnv €€€ALEN TNG e€wTepLKNG TOuG popdoAoyiag, 126 evAAika Atoua
ETUAEXTNKAV YLO AKTIVOYPADIEC TIPOKELUEVOU VAL CUYKPLOEL N ECWTEPLKA TOUG AVOTOMLA ME TNV EEWTEPLKN
popdoloyioc. H avdluon Tou oOXAHATOG TOU OWHOTOG £ywve o Unolakég dwtoypadieg twv
avaLoONTOMOLNUEVWY ATOUWY, LE TN MEDOSO TNG YEWUETPLIKAG HopdopeTplag Kal avaluon 14 opoohHuwy
(Fragkoulis et al. submitted). Ztnv avaAuvon nepthapBdavovtay OAa Ta OKTVoypadbnpéva EVAALKO GTOUA UE
BeATlwpEvo GaLvoTUTIO, TA ATOUO LE AOPSWTIKO PALVOTUTIO KAl EIKOGL TIEVTE HUGLOAOYIKA.
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Ewéva 1. Ix806wa towmovpag otnv apyi Tov mewpdpatog (1dpt, day post-tagging) pe (A) @uoloroyiko
kot (B) hopdatiké @avotvmo. O kKAipokeg 1oovTaL pe 1 cm.

Figure 1. Sea bream juveniles at 1dpt (day post-tagging) with (A) normal and (B) lordotic phenotype.
Scale bars are equal to 1 cm.

ANOTEAEZMATA KAI ZYZHTHZH

And TNV e€ATOMKEVEVN TTAPOKOAOUONGN TwV AOPSWTIKWV aATOpWY dAvNKe OTL To 20,7% eudavicav
¢duolohoyiko pawvdtumo otig 77 dpt (days post-tagging, NUEPEG UETA TO LAPKAPLOMA), EVW WG TO TEAOG TOU
nelpapartog (434 dpt) to mocootd auénOnke oto 43,6% (Ewdva 2A).
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Ewéva 2. A. EEEMEN g e€mTepknig pop@oroyiag TV apyikd AopdoTIK®V 1y 0vdinv Katd v mepiodo
™G eKTPOP|S. B. AKTIVOYPUQIKY] KATNYOPLOTOINGY] TOV UPYLKA AOPOIMTIKOV OTOU®V 6TO TEAOS TOV
neipaportog (434 days post-tagging). N-Ree, dtopo pe ¢@uoworoyikn s&otepikiy popeoroyia. Un,
Uncertain, atopa pe apspon Emtepiki] popeoiroyia. L, dropa pe hopdotikn eEotepki poppoiroyia.
Figure 2. A. Evolution of the external morphology of the initially lordotic juveniles at tagging
throughout the on-growing period. B. Radiographic categorization of the initially lordotic fish at the
end of the trial (434 days post-tagging). N-Rec, fish with normal external morphology, Un, Uncertain,
fish with uncertain external morphology. L, fish with lordotic external morphology.

To 26,8% twv otOpwv pe emdlopbwpévo e€wteplkd ¢alvotumo, elxav amoAuTwg ¢GucLOAOYIKN
omovbulikny otiAn (14,6% Ewdvo 2B, Ewkdéva 3A), eite ehadplé¢ mMapapopdwoell ota KEVIPA TWV
omovSUAwy (12,2% Ewova 2B, Eikdva3B). To 48,8% twv atopwy e emblopbwpévn ewtepkn popdoioyia
elyav Aopdwoan ehadplag évtaong (Ewkova 2B, Ewova 3l), evw to 24,4% epdavioe pa avtipponn kOdwon
npoadila tng Aopdwong (Ewkdva 2B, Elkova 3A). To 72,7% Twv ap)kd AopSWTIKWV ATOUWY TIoU epdavicay
opEBatn e€wtepikn popdoloyia oto téAog Tou melpduatoc (434 dpt), eixav Aopdwon coPfapng évtaong
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(Ewkova 2B, Ewkéva 3E). OAa Tt Atopa pe Aopdwtikn €€wteplkn popdoloyia eixav Kol aktvoypadLlka
Aopdwan coPapng évtaong (Ewkova 2B, Ewkova 32T).

Ewkéva 3. Aypatikn A6pdmon molkiing £VvTaoeng 6€ ToUTovpes 6T0 TEAOG TOV elpdapatog (434 days post-
tagging). A. ®vooroywké atopo. B. Atopo pe eha@pléc mapapope®dcels 6to 6névovio I'. Atopo
PUGLOAOYIKNG EEMTEPLKIG LOPPOLOYIOS KAl AOpd®ON eha@pldg £viacnc. A. ATopo pe KVQmaorn npocia
™m¢ Adpdmongc. E. Atopo aféfang s€otepikiig popporoyiag ka1 Aopdmon cofapiig évraonc. XT. Atopo
pe AopdoTiki) s€mtepukn] pop@oroyia Kot Aopdmen cofapiis Evraocns. O kKAipakeg 16ovTaL pe S cm.
Figure 3. Haemal lordosis of variant severity in seabream at 434 dpt (days post-tagging). A. Normal
fish. B. Fish with minor vertebrae abnormalities. C. Fish with light internal lordosis and normal
external phenotype. D. Fish with kyphosis prior to lordosis. E. Fish with severe internal lordosis and
uncertain external phenotype. F. Fish with severe internal lordosis and lordotic external phenotype.
Scale bars are equal to 5 cm.

A6 TNV aVAAUON TWV KOVOVIKWV PETABANTWY davnke OTL 8eV UTIAPXEL OTATLOTIKA OGNUOVTLKN
Sltadopd petal Twv atopwy pe emiblopbwpévn e€wtepikr LopdoAoyia Kal Twv duclohoyikwy (Elkéva 4).
TNV MPWTN Kavovikn PetafAntn (CV1, e€nyel to 85,8% tng Slakupavong) Slaxwplotnkav ta ATopo HE
Aopdwtikn e€wteptkn popdoloyia (Lordotic) amd ta ¢uatoloyikd dtopa (Normal) kat ta Gtopo pe
endlopbwpévn efwtepikn popdoroyia (N-Rec*, N-Rec K-L) (Wilks A=0,155, p<0,001, Eikova 4).

Ztnv mapouca epyoocio Seifape OtL n efwrepkn popdoloyia AopSwtikwy xOUdiwv TouToUpAg
emblopbwvetal MANPwWG KaTd T Tepiodo tn¢ maxuvong. Autd emiPePawbdnke TOOO AMO TO OTOUIKO
papkaplopa Aopdwtikwy Paplwv (Ewova 2A), 600 kal and TG aktvoypadieg oto TEAOG TOU MELPAPOTOS
(Ewova 3). Eivaw n mpwtn dopd mou napatnpeital emSLOpOwaon alatiking Aopdwong oe yBUEeG. EveéxeTaLn
emdLopbwon g awatikng Adpdwaong va odeiletal otnv nmpooappoyn Twv (xOLdiwv HETA TN petadopd
Toug ota KAouBLd, OToU oL TAXUTNTEG TWV PEVUATWY Elval XAUNAOTEPEG O OXEON UE TIG de€aEVEC KL TILO
OUYKEKPLUEVA OTNV TIPOCAPHOYN TWV QVAMTUCOOUEVWY omovOUAwY oto véo mepLlBallov. EWdka yla €idn
Tou MwAoUvVTaL OAOKANPA €LVOL GNUOVTIKA N CUCXETION TNG eEWTEPKAG LOPPOAOYIAG LE TNV ECWTEPLKN
avatopia 6oov adopd oTnV MoLOTNTA TWV eKTPEdOUEVWY LXBLWVY. Ta eupRUaTA TG TTAPOUCAS EPyACLOC
UMopouV va xpnoldomolnBolv Katd Tov TOLoTIKO €Aeyxo twv xOudlwv, pe Bdaon tnv enibpacn twv
Suom\aolwv otov e€WTEPLIKO GavOTUTo TwV KOV WV.
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Ewova 4. Katavop] Tov pécov Tipn@v (mean+SD) tov atépmv g tehevtaiog derypatoinyiog (434
days post-tagging) pe Bertiopévn @uoworoykn (N-Rec*, N-Rec K-L), pvororoyiki amd v apyi Tov
neipaporog (1dpt, Normal) 1 Aopdotiki] (Lordotic) e€mtepikny popeoroyio Kotd piKog T®V dv0
APOTOV KAVoViKOV petafintdv (CV1, CV2). Etig mapevOicelg 6ivovral T0. TOG0GTA TG GUVOAIKNG
QaWOTVUMIKNG OSwokdpaveng mov eEnyovvror om6é kaOe kavoviky perapnty. Ta miéypata
napapopeoonc (X1) deiyvovv Ty arrayi] 6T0 GYNUA TOV CAONATOS KATd puijkos Tov CV1 aéova.

Figure 4. Distribution of the fish at the end of the trial (434 days post-tagging) with recovered (N-Rec*,
N-Rec K-L), normal since the beginning (1dpt, Normal), or lordotic (Lordotic) external morphology
along the axes of the canonical variate analysis (CV1, CV2). Numbers in brackets represent the
percentage of the shape variance explained by each canonical axis. Spline diagrams (X1) demonstrate
body shape differences along CV1.
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